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Fcc . gi- gAS
Ms. Marlene H. Dortch - MAILRIOOM \G\NN'
Federal Communications Commission T FLE cOoPY On
Office of the Secretary DOC'K
9300 East Hampton Drive

Capitol Heights, MD 20743

Subject: City of Brooklyn, Cuyahoga, Ohio, and Medina County, Ohio; Petition for
Reconsideration to Deny the Grant of Modification to The State of Ohio’s Application
WPQF782.

Dear Ms. Dortch:

On behalf of the City of Brooklyn, Ohio and Medina County, Ohio (Joint
Petitioners), the attached original and four copics of the “Petition For Reconsideration
To Deny the Grant of The State of Ohio’s Application for modification to callsign
WPQF 782" are presented for filing with the Federal Communications Commission’s
Wireless Telecommunications Bureau.

Should there be any questions regarding this submittal, please contact this office.

Sincerely,

Jack Murphy
Chief of Brooklyn Police

Charles P. Adams
Director of EMA, Medina County
330-772-9240

Attachment
. - . No. of Copies rec'd
cc. Michael Wilhelm (FCC Washington D.C.) List ABCDE
Herbert Zeiler (FCC Washington D.C.) -

Michael Regiec (FCC Gettysburg)




Before the

Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C, 20554

In the Matter of
State of Ohio FCC File Number
0002106060
Modification for license
WPQF782 to add
NPSPAC Frequency

L . I N

To: Private Wireless Branch,
Wireless Telecommunication Bureau

PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION - TIMELY ACTION REQUESTED

The City of Brooklyn in Cuyahoga County, Ohio and Medina County, Ohio (Joint
Petitioners), by way of this request and pursuant to the Code of Federal Regulations 47 (CFR 47)
of the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC” or “Commission”) Act,' Section 1.106 as
amended and any other rules or regulation that have been omitted, hereby respectfully requests
the Wireless Bureau of the FCC to reconsider the granting of modification to WPQF782 by
denying or setting aside their decision of the requested modification. The Joint Petitioners also
hereby request the FCC staff to perform their required due diligence to investigate and determine
if any of their extended regulatory representatives have violated the authority and public trust

that has been placed on them by the people, when so certified as a representative of the FCC.

' See C.F.R. 47 sec. 1.106
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INTRODUCTION

The Joint Petitioners are requesting that the FCC reconsider their actions and deny the State
of Ohio’s license application for a modification to call sign WPQF782. This Petition for
Reconsideration will provide information and evidence of the following

In order for the FCC to fully understand the adverse effects that the Joint Petitioners have
suffered, it is imperative that the FCC fully appreciates the circumstances that have brought
this request to them.

It 1s apparent the FCC, along with all acting branches of governmental agencies, have
adopted polices designed to ensure that every citizen of the United States can have complete
confidence in the integrity of governmental practices and decisions. This includes any and all
employees of the Federal, State, and Local agencies that represent the needs of our citizens. The
FCC, along with the other executive branches that serve our citizens, has based their philosophy
on “public service is a public trust”, With that understanding in our United States, the citizens
can and should be able to have complete trust and confidence in the Government, whether it is
Federal, State or at the Local levels and that they will receive freely, fair and equal treatment
under the law. When the people pursue an option for guidance from a representative of the
Government, whether it is a representative of any Government Agency, a sub-contractor working
for that Agency, or an official delegated by an Agency of the Government, they do so with the
inherent understanding that there is a certain public trust that they can be assured from their own
Government. They believe that when asking a representative of any Government Agency for
assistance, they place their complete confidence and trust of their local interest and needs within

these agencies because of the philosophy “public service is a public trust”. Therefore, the Joint



Petitioners request Commission action to investigate and remedy the above-captioned

authorization of modification to the State of Ohio, for the reasons set forth below.

1.

SUBJECT MATTER

International Municipal Signal Association (IMSA), a FCC Certified Frequency Coordinator
(CFC), misrepresented their qualifications and capabilities as a FCC CFC for the
coordination of National Public Safety Plan Advisory Committee (NPSPAC) frequencies, by
requesting an outside non-certified consultant, ACD Telecom, to perform these certified
duties and whose questionable practices resulted in one of the Joint Petitioner’s requested
NPSPAC application for frequencies being denied.

The NPSPAC Region 33 (State of Ohio) Frequency Advisory Committee (FAC) is a
committe¢ of one person. This one individual holds multiple high Ievel influential
administrative positions; the Chairperson for the Region 33 NPSPAC FAC, the State of Ohio
APCO Frequency Advisor, the 700 MHz Committee Chairperson, and the individual
responsible for the State of Ohio’s statewide wireless communications network. The
NPSPAC Region 33 FAC, operating as a committee of one person who holds so many
positions that influence the determination of frequency allocation within the State of Ohio,
eliminates the checks and balances required by the FCC to ensure a fair, unbiased and
equitable approach to the distribution of spectrum.

The State of Ohio and the Region 33 Chairperson, taking advantage of the chaos created by
item 1, above, and having presumed control over the NPSPAC frequency allocation within
the State by their incestuous position as stated in item 2, above, applied for and was granted a

modification of license WPQF782 for one (1) 800 MHz channel that had been previously



applied for by the City of Brooklyn in November 2004. This channel was originally

allocated to the Turnpike Authority for use in Cuyahoga County by the FCC accepted
NPSPAC Region 33 Public Safety Plan and therefore useable within the county. Nonetheless
the State of Ohio also applied for and was granted two (2) channels that were allocated to
Medina County under the same accepted FCC NPSPAC Region 33 Public Safety Plan and
were not authorized for use by the State of Chio.

4. The State of OChio has harvested the vast majority (205 of 230) of the NPSPAC channel pairs
under callsign WPQX322%. This leaves insufficient channels available for equitable
geographical distribution for use by any other County, City or Township. This situation
gives the appearance that the State of Ohio unethically applied for and received licenses for

every NPSPAC channel except 25 channels within the state.

BACKGROUND AND EVIDENCE

This section expands upon each numbered point presented in the Subject Matter section and

provides the evidence to support these points.

1. International Municipal Signal Association (IMSA), a FCC Certified Frequency

Coordinator (CFC). misrepresented their qualifications and capabilities as a FCC CFC for

the coordination of National Public Safety Plan Advisory Committee (NPSPAC)

frequencies, by requesting an outside non-certified consultant, ACD Telecom, to perform

these certified duties and whose questionable practices resulted in one of the Joint

Petitioner’s requested NPSPAC application for frequencies being denied.




In the early part of March 2004, the Joint Petitioners placed confidence and trust with an
agency that is representing the FCC. This agency, “International Municipal Signal Association”
(IMSA), is a direct representative of the FCC and has been delegated the authority’ to coordinate
NPSPAC* frequency requests. By so certified and granted by the FCC, IMSA is eligible to
coordinate such a request. Due to the fact that IMSA is a direct representative of a branch of the
Federal Government, the FCC, the Joint Petitioners assumed that a standard official,
professional, and ethical code-of-conduct applied to all delegated authority. The Joint Petitioners
believed that this code of conduct was designed to instill confidence in the integrity of the
Government and all representatives of the Government. As a representative of the FCC, the
Joint Petitioners assumed that all IMSA employees were also considered public officials/officers
and were subject to the same executive level regulations, by enforcing regulatory statutes,
following the rules, being impartial, and having unbiased interpretations of the rules.

The City of Brooklyn in Cuyahoga County, Ohio submitted an FCC License Application
request to the FCC CFC, IMSA, for coordination of a NPSPAC Region 33 request for three (3}
frequencies (866.7625, 868.7375, and 866.8250). The City of Brooklyn assumed that by
submitting the license application request thru an FCC CFC that the application would be
submitted to the Region 33 NPSPAC Frequency Advisory Committee (FAC) in a completed
package by IMSA. The City of Brooklyn also trusted IMSA to inform them if any additional
information was needed, or if problems were encountered during the process. In short, the City
of Brooklyn trusted IMSA, as a certified representative of the FCC, to navigate the licensing

process and ensure that a complete and proper application would be processed. Unbeknownst to

? See FCC License for Call Sign WPQX322
* See FCC Doc Certification for Coordination.
* See FCC Gen. Doc 87-112 National Plan



the City of Brooklyn, the application was forwarded by IMSA to a Consultant, ACD Telecom,
who works for IMSA under a Letter of Understanding. The City of Brooklyn was assured by
this representative of IMSA that every possible avenue would be undertaken to secure the
requested frequencies for the City’s Public Safety Agencies. The City of Brooklyn was led to
believe that this entity performs all the duties for all applications requesting NPSPAC
frequencies for the Certified Frequency Coordinator IMSA. (However, the City of Brooklyn now
has been told by IMSA that this consulting firm does not have certification from the FCC and
that IMSA has no knowledge of what transpirved between this consulting firm, ACD Telecom, and
the City of Brookiyn.) ° Believing in the FCC prior approval and certification of this coordination
body, IMSA, the City of Brooklyn had no prior knowledge that ACD Telecom was acting in any
other capacity other than a representative of the FCC. The City of Brooklyn, upon receiving the
denial of the frequency request, investigated ACD Telecom and determined that this firm was
not an actual employee or representative of the FCC and the work that was submitted by ACD
Telecom was inadequate according to the Region 33 NPSPAC Plan. According to the City of
Brooklyn’s records obtained from IMSA and emails sent to the City of Brooklyn by the
NPSPAC Region33 Frequency Advisory Committee (FAC) Chairperson, Mr. Paul Mayer, and
ACD Telecom, the City of Brooklyn’s NPSPAC frequency request was denied due process
within the parameters of the Region 33 Public Safety Plan®. The following is a chronological list
of correspondence’ between the various parties. The Petitioners feel they were not allowed the

same impartiality and due process because of reason set forth below.

5 See Exhibit B, Fax Cover Sheet from IMSA stating “For questions, please contact our 800 MHz Coordinator, Ali
Shahnami.”, i.e. ACD Telecom
®See Public Safety Plan State of Ohio Region 33 PR Doc. 91-258



o April 13, 2004 Letter from Donald Flahan (Region 33 NPSPAC FAC Chairman) to
the FCC granting his approval of the City of Brooklyn’s requested channels prior to
his retirement.

o May 17, 2004 Paul Mayer sends an email to the FCC asking for information
concerning Canada use of NPSPAC channels and admits that he is aware that the City
of Cleveland and Cuyahoga County are talking about a massive upgrade of their
communication networks. He also states that he has a copy of the Region 33
NPSPAC plan.

o May 18, 2004 FCC acknowledges that they were not aware that Paul Mayer was both
the 700 and 800 Regional Planning Chair and asks him for confirmation that this is a
true assumption,

o May 18, 2004 Paul Mayer acknowledges to the FCC that he is both 700 and 800
Chairperson.

¢ November 11, 2004 IMSA certified the City of Brooklyn’s application for approval
for the requested channels.®

¢ December 9, 2004 1:36pm ACD Telecom asks the FCC, via email, about the status
of Chairmanship in regards to Region 33-Ohio. ACD also references an attachment.

e December 9, 2004 sometime between 1:36 pm and 2:06 pm FCC responds to
ACD Telecom regarding the status of the Region 33 Chairmanship and also advises
ACD that Don Flahan’s letter does not identify when he retired and, most

importantly, the letter should state that Mr. Flahan, as the outgoing Regional

7 See Exhibit A, Chronological Correspondence

® 1t is now understood that this certification was a misrepresentation of due process of NPSPAC Policy.
Certification is only given by a letter from the NPSPAC Region Chairperson once the FAC has approved the
application request by the given public safety entity.



Chairperson, approves assigning Paul Mayer as the new Regional Chairperson. The

letter referenced by the FCC letter is believed to be the April 13, 2004 letter from

Donald Flahan.

December 9, 2004 2:06 pm ACD acknowledges FCC response and states that he will
tell Don Flahan to modify his letter accordingly and then will resubmit.

December 9, 2004 2:33 pm FCC responds to ACD Telecom that the Region 33 Plan
provides for the Chairmanship to be recognized as the APCO Local Advisor and that
ACD Telecom should send the application to Paul Mayer for review and approval.
December 9, 2004 4:02 pm. ACD Telecom addresses Paul Mayer as the Region 33
Chairperson and that ACD is sending the attached application from the City of
Brooklyn for review and approval. ACD also refers to the April 13, 2004 letter from
Don Flahan. (This letter was never changed, against the advice of the FCC earlier that
day.)

December 20, 2004 ACD Telecom sends email to Paul Mayer Region 33 Chairman
asking for status on City of Brooklyn, Ohio NPSPAC request.

December 20, 2004 Region 33 Chairman Paul Mayer replies to ACD earlier email
and asks ACD to supply information according to attachment. Attachment reads;
{Documentation required with an 800 MHz NPSPAC application.)

December 20, 2004 ACD Telecom forwards a copy of the application for the City of
Brooklyn, Ohic and Region 33’s request for supplemental information to the City of
Brooklyn’s representative (Alan Close).

February 10, 2005 City of Brooklyn’s representative (Alan Close) sends email to

Regional Chairperson Paul Mayer with answers to the supplemental information

form.



February 11, 2005 State of Ohio submits modification of existing license

WPQF782 to APCO for the very same frequencies that the City of Brooklyn has

in pending application at the NPSPAC Region 33 Frequency Advisory

Committee. ( see FCC modification file number 0002106060 with committee approval letter dated
February 11, 2005 attached.)

February 24, 2005 The City of Brooklyn’s representative (Alan Close) sends email
to NPSPAC Region 33 Chairperson inquiring about an interference issue concerning
the City of Parma and asks about the status of the City of Brooklyn’s application for
the three channels coordinated through IMSA.

February 25, 2005 8:30 am NPSPAC Region 33 Chairperson, Paul Mayer, emails
City of Brooklyn’s’ representative, Alan Close, and responds to the question
regarding the City of Parma interference problems that Alan Close requested in his
February 24, 2005 email, but fails to provide the status of the City of Brooklyn’s
application.

February 25, 2005 8:50 am NPSPAC Region 33 Chairperson, Paul Mayer, sends a
follow-up email to Alan Close to address the other request for information concerning
City of Brooklyn’s application that is awaiting an answer from the NPSPAC Region
33 Frequency Advisory Committee. He states in his email that he didn’t receive any
questionnaire back from Alan Close or ACD Telecom. Paul Mayer then states “As to

the frequencies, 866.7626 and 868.7375 are designated in the Region 33 Plan for

Turnpike Operations. As such, they will be absorbed into the MARCS in the very

near future. 866.8250 is ok, un-used and assigned to Cuyahoga County.”

March 2, 2005 1:05 pm City of Brooklyn’s representative (Alan Close) sends email

to ACD Telecom stating that he received the above email from Regional 33

10



Chairperson Paul Mayer. Alan Close states that he finds this response to be
unacceptable and asks ACD Telecom for help. No response comes from ACD
Telecom or from IMSA, thus letting the City of Brooklyn representative to try and

remedy the problem himself.

Expectation of the City of Brooklyn’s agreement with IMSA

It was the City of Brooklyn’s understanding and expectation that by hiring IMSA they
would be handling this process completely, and all requests from the NPSPAC Region 33
Committee were to be handled between these two entities. It was also the City of Brooklyn’s
belief that ACD Telecom was an acting representative of IMSA, thus an acting representative of
the FCC, and therefore, ACD Telecom understood what guidelines applied when submitting a
request for NPSPAC channels through the NPSPAC Region 33 FAC. It was also the City of
Brooklyn’s understanding that because ACD Telecom was representing the City of Brooklyn
before the NPSPAC committee for IMSA, ACD Telecom understood and would adhere to the
procedures and policies that are outlined by the NPSPAC Region 33 Plan.” The City of
Brooklyn relied solidly upon the advice of the FCC Certified Frequency Coordinator, IMSA, to
navigate through the policies and procedures when applying for the requested channels.
However, when the City of Brooklyn’s application reached the NPSPAC Region 33 Committee,
the basic documentation was not attached to the request; thus causing the delays within the
process.'” It wasn’t until much later that the City of Brooklyn followed up with the NPSPAC
Region 33 Chairman verbally that the City of Brooklyn was made aware that a supplemental

form was required before the application was reviewed. According to the correspondence

? See PR. Doc 91-258
' See Exhibit C , PR Doc 91-258 Region 33 Public Safety Plan for Ohio Pg. 10 Item 5
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between the City of Brooklyn’s representative and ACD Telecom via email, there was no request

from ACD Telecom to the City of Brooklyn’s representative (Alan Close) to take any action or
provide any additional information concerning Mr. Mayer’s request for more information.""
However, after the City of Brooklyn’s representative {Alan Close) attempted to contact ACD
Telecom on numerous occasions and no return calls were made by ACD Telecom, the City of
Brooklyn’s representativg forwarded the information requested by the NPSPAC Region 33

Chairman, Paul Mayer.

2. The NPSPAC Region 33 (State of Ohio) Frequency Advisory Committee is a committee
of one person.

The 800 MHz National Plan was developed in response to a congressional directive'?. In
Public Law 98-214 the Commission was directed to (1) establish a plan which ensures that the
needs of State and local public safety authorities are taken into account in making allocations of
the electromagnetic spectrum; and (2) recognize such needs in making such allocations pending
adoption of such plan.

The 800 MHz National Plan was revised many times before it was accepted as policy."
To ensure that the 800 MHz National Plan was followed, the FCC recommended that the United
States be separated into regions and that each region develop their own plan taking into account
their own communication requirements. The 800 MHz Regional plans were to be developed
with the objective of assuring that the frequencies allocated to the Region would be distributed in
an equitable fashion to Public Safety and Special Emergency Radio Service eligible

organizations with the highest demonstrated need, and that these frequencies would be assigned

'* See Exhibit A: Chronological Correspondence, emails correspondence between Paul Mayer and ACD Telecom
(Ali Shahnami) and between ACD Telecom(Ali Shahnami) and Alan Close.
'? See FCC Authorization Act 1983-Public Law No. 98-214
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and used in the most efficient application. ' Each Region would develop their own 800 MHz
Regional Plan and create an oversight committee, thus establishing the National Public Safety
Planning Advisory Committee (NPSPAC or Committee), and these Plans and Committees would
be under the umbrella of the 800 MHz National Plan and the FCC rules and regulations would
apply. Each Regional Plan and Committee would follow the FCC policy guidelines, technical
standards, and procedures to satisfy public safety communications requirements for the
foreseeable future. The FCC directed that any parties interested in public safety for the planning
effort were invited to participate in the annual Committee meetings when announced. The FCC
directed NPSPAC to (a) identify communications requirements of public safety services; (b)
develop a scheme for efficient use of the new frequencies; (c) develop a scheme to increase
utility of existing public safety frequencies; (d) recommend the manner in which new
technologies can be applied to public safety frequencies and; (e) recommend guidelines to ensure
compliance with the National Plan.

While each Regional Planning Committee was to adhere to the above practices of FCC
rules and regulations in R & O 87-112, each Committee had requirements that were listed within
their own state’s allocation plan. [f modifications of any NPSPAC Plan occurred, the FCC
required that they receive written notification of the modification, and the public had to be
notified by the Committee through the process of a meeting of membership.

According to the FCC accepted NPSPAC Region 33 Frequency Advisory Committee
Plan'® the Oversight Committee shall be the Frequency Advisory Committee of the Ohio
Chapter, Associated Public-Safety Communications Officers, Inc. The Chairman shall be the

recognized APCO Local Advisor. The NPSPAC Region 33 Plan also states that the Committee

¥ See FCC action on the following Gen Doc. 84-1231, 84-1233, 84-1234, and 87-112
'* See 91-258 page 4, L. Purpose item 2.
'* See Exhibit D, FCC Gen Doc 98-214, pages 15 and 16

13



shall be a representative of all public-safety users and the Chairman shall only vote when a tie

has taken place. The Region 33 plan also states that Robert’s Rules of Order shall govern all
matters not covered within the plan and the Committee shall act impartially regarding all plan
matters. The Region 33 Plan continues by stating that the committee shall evaluate applications
that are submitted in accordance with a Point Value Rating as specified in Appendix D on pg D.
Finally, this section of the Region 33 Plan states; “Exceptions to this guideline rests with a
committee consisting of persons responsible for routine frequency coordination within the
Department of Transportation and the Department of Highway Safety, Division of Highway
Patrol and the named Ohio Frequency Advisory Committee (FAC) Chairman. If one of the
above named person holds two (2) position of this committee, a third person is to be named by
the Manager, State Telecommunications Division or Department of Administrative Services.

The City of Brooklyn’s investigation into this matter has determined that not only is the
NPSPAC Region 33 Committee a committee of one person, the Region 33 Chairperson has
violated numerous sections of the Plan. In conversations with the NPSPAC Region 33
Chairperson, Mr. Paul Mayer, he admits that no Region 33 Committee meetings have been held
since he took over as chairperson and that he, individually without the assistance of other
committee members, reviews all NPSPAC Region 33 frequency requests. Mr. Mayer is also the
State of Ohio APCO Frequency Advisor, the 700 MHz Committee Chairperson, and the
individual responsible for the State of Ohio’s statewide wireless communication network.

The FCC has stated'®; In order to meet public safety communications needs as
effectively as possible, however, we believe that broad participation in the planning process is
critical. We conclude, therefore, that membership on these committees must be open to

representatives from all eligible user groups, including governmental and non-governmental
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entities. Only in this way can we assure that the needs of all potential spectrum users will be
considered. The FCC continues; The Committee should promptly adopt operating procedures
to govern its operations. These procedures must ensure that all entities will be treated fairly in
the planning process.

The Joint Petitioners contend that the NPSPAC Region 33 Frequency Advisory Committee,
operating as a committee of one person who also holds many influential positions within the
State’s Public Safety Wireless Communications infrastructure not only eliminates the checks and
balances required by the FCC to ensure a fair and unbiased approach to frequency allocation, but

15 also a flagrant violation of the public trust and the letter of the law.

3. The State of Ohio, taking advantage of the chaos, and the presumed control over

frequency allocation within the State by their incestuous position, applied for and received

a grant of licenses for frequencies that were requested by the Joint Petitioners.

The most disturbing event discovered during the Joint Petitioner’s investigation into this
matter was the discovery that within one day after the City of Brooklyn’s request for NPSPAC
channels supplemental documentation was provided to the regional Chairperson'’, the NPSPAC
Chairperson, Paul Mayer, on behalf of the State of Ohio, submitted a license application for
modification of callsign WPQF782 '® and filed it through APCO'® with an attachment from the
Chairman stating that the Committee had approved these channels for the State of Ohio MARCS

program, coincidently for one of the identical channels (868.7375) that the City of Brooklyn had

' See FCC Gen. Doc 87-112 National Plan. Pg. 15 Ttem 9

'7 See Exhibit A; email to Paul Mayer from Brooklyn’s representative (Alan Close) Dated February 10, 2005

*® See APCO submission of application and attachment of WPQF782 Dated February 11, 2005

It is a policy of APCO that no NPSPAC Chairperson can certify his own applications, However, it is our
understanding that this action sometimes happens and a request from a NPSPAC Chairperson is not scrutinized as
thoroughly as other applications.
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an application pending at NPSPAC.® (At no time did the NPSPAC Region 33 Chairperson make
mention that the State of Ohio had presented an application to the NPSPAC committee
requesting the channels which the City of Brooklyn requested back in November.) In truth, the
Chairman does not mention that the State of Ohio applied for the City of Brooklyn’s channel.
Also, in truth, and according to Paul Mayer’s email to the City of Brooklyn, dated February 25,
2005 8:50 am, he totally omits providing this information to the City of Brooklyn.

What the Region 33 Chairperson, Paul Mayer, does say is that the City of Brooklyn can have
one (1) of the requested channels right away but, he would like to hold onto the other two (2)
requested channels until the Ohio State MARCS Program applies for them and they can absorb
them into the State’s system at a later date. However, this is a moot point, because Paul Mayer
had already applied for the City of Brooklyn’s requested channel. At that point Paul Mayer
leaves the City of Brooklyn’s application in a pending status. This clearly is evidence of the
previous point of the lack of checks and balances within the Region 33 process. Additionally, it
succinctly spotlights a disingenuous handling of frequency allocations within the NPSPAC

Region 33 FAC.

Where no committee is in place, no option to appeal the decision of the Chairperson

can be challenged.

4. The State of Ohio unethically applying and receiving licenses for every NPSPAC

channel within the State,

The final point of investigation into this matter deals with the fact that the State of Ohio has

requested and received a license for all but twenty-five (25) of the two-hundred and thirty (230)

20 ee Exhibit E; City of Brooklyn application.
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NPSPAC channels within the State. Call Sign WPQX322 has licensed two-hundred and five
(205) NPSPAC channels as a Station Class FB2T, with an ERP of 1000 watts; thus granting the
State of Ohio access to every channel. Upon initial review this gives the appearance that the
State of Ohio is simply planning for the contingency that they may want to utilize these channels
in the event of an emergency on a temporary basis. However, in light of the previously
mentioned unethical approach to frequency allocation, the Joint Petitioners conclude that this
application was submitted as an attempt to prevent future applicants from requesting these

channels, even though they are licensed on a non-interference basis and as secondary operations.

PUBLIC INTEREST STATEMENT

The Commission’s decision to authorize the State of Ohio modification of licensed
WPQF782 is contrary to the public interest and threatens to derail the established rules that have
been put into place by the commission. Having rules and regulations to abide by for all is a vital
function in our society in which the public has a guaranteed equal right to fair decisions under
the law. It would cause widespread abuse of the system if the commission goes against their
own policy and procedure by not setting aside the State of Ohio’s request for modification and
would not be in the best public interest. The Commission’s granting the Joint Petitioners request
to deny the State of Ohio’s license modification would be in the best public interest because it

will ensure all frequency allocations will be handled equally for all Public Safety entities.
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

The Joint Petitioners have entered into an Inter-Governmental Agreement with seventeen

{17) additional County, City and Township Governments to form the Southwest Council of
Governments (SWCG). Each of the nineteen (19) members of the SWCG is allocating financial
resources and frequencies to build a new wireless communication network. The Joint Petitioners
are now unable to apply for the much needed Region 33 NPSPAC channels that were allocated
for their use by the Region 33 NPSPAC Plan due to the inactions of IMSA and their
representative ADC Telecom and the actions taken by the Region 33 NPSPAC “Committee” and
the State of Ohio.

The Joint Petitioners contend that IMSA and their representative ADC Telecom
misrepresented their qualifications and certifications with respect to the processing of NPSPAC
frequency requests. The Joint Petitioners trusted what was represented to them as qualified and
certified NPSPAC Certified Frequency Coordinators. This trust resulted in the submittal of an
inadequate package to the NPSPAC Region 33 FAC.

The Joint Petitioners contend that the NPSPAC Region 33 “Committee” is a committee
consisting of one single individual, Mr. Paul Mayer, who is the Region 33 Chairperson, the
APCO Local Advisor, the 700 MHz Regional Chairperson, and the State of Ohio employee
responsible for obtaining FCC licenses for the Ohio Statewide Communication System. This
incestuous conundrum eliminates the checks and balances required by the FCC to ensure fair and
equitable allocation of channels in the region. The Joint Petitioners contend that the action by
the NPSPAC Region 33 FAC were acts of commission and not acts of omission. The Joint
Petitioners did not have an opportunity to object to the NPSPAC decision prior to this new

allocation of NPSPAC frequencies to the State of Ohio because no notification was made by the
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Region 33 NPSPAC Committee and there was no representation on the Region 33 NPSPAC
Committee from any source other than the Chairperson. The Joint Petitioners contend that the
NPSPAC Region 33 FAC is in violation of the Region 33 Plan.

The Joint Petitioners contend that the State of Ohio has taken advantage of their
monopoly over frequency allocation within the State by applying and receiving licenses for

channels that were allocated to the Joint Petitioners.

CONCLUSION

After consideration of the evidence provided and for the reasons provided herein, the
Joint Petitioners respectfully request that the FCC; (1) deny granting the license modification to
call sign WPQF782 submitted by the State of Ohio, (2) investigate the policies, procedures and
practices of the NPSPAC Region 33 Frequency Advisory Committee and provide a forum that
will allow for the fair and equitable allocation of 800 MHz channels in the State of Ohio, (3) if
the investigation supports the Joint Petitioners contention, the Joint Petitioners respectfully
request that an independent audit be performed of the 800 MHz frequency allocation within
NPSPAC Region 33, (4) if discrepancies or improprieties are noted during the independent audit,
require that a revised NPSPAC Region 33 Plan be prepared by an impartial Committee and
submitted to the FCC, (5) evaluate the State of Ohio’s license for call sign WPQX322, and
(6)allow the joint petitioners to file for NPSPAC frequencies under the new and unbiased

accepted FCC Committee.
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May 24 05 02:55p Robert Black g12-299-4817

Respectfully Submitted,
The City of Brooklyn, Ohio
and Medina County, Ohio

Jack Murphy ' CharleW dams /0 ﬁ .
OL;’%%H&W% | e [
Chief of Police - |

Director, Medina County of
City of Brooklyn Emergency Management A
7619 Memphis Avenue 555 Independence Drive
Brooklyn, Chio 44144 Medina, Ohio 44256

216-749-1234 _ 330-772-9240

By, Sandra L. Black, EMR Consulting 46 Allendale, Terre Haute, IN 47802, 812-229-4818
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Joy Alford

From: Annctie Ritchie

Sent:  Monday, May 17, 2004 3:37 PM

To. Joy Alford

Subiect; FW: Question on Reglon 33 800 Plan

Joy, Could you heip me cut with this question. | have no idea what he might be talking about.
if you could give me some insight or information, it would be greatly appreciated. [ will then
pass the information onto Mr. Mayer.

thanks
Annetie

—-—-Original Message-----

From: Mayer, Paul [maiito:paul.mayer@chio.gov]
Sent: Monday, May 17, 2004 3:31 PM

To: Annette Ritchie; Jeannia Benfaida

Cex Paul.Mayer@uoit.ohio.gov

Subject: Question on Region 33 800 Plan

The previous chairman, Don Flahan, told me a long time ago that he had an "agreement with
Canada' where-in he didn’t use the first 26 or 30 NPSPAC channsls above Line A, s this
official or just a side-bar? Does there exist an official copy of the plan®? | have my copy from
when it was submitted in the early 90's but it's hard to guess how many changes /
amendments there has been. The City of Cleveland and Cuyahoga County are taiking
massive up-grade and | need Yo have current data o do the job right!

Paul M. Mayer

APCO Local Advisor — GHIO
Chairman RPC 33 700 & 800 M-z,

Paul M. Mayer

Telecommunications Systems Analyst
Ohio Office of Information Technology
2323 Wast 8th Avenue, Suite 150

Columbus, Oblo 43204

PaulMaverfioh.gov
£14-995.0003 614.885.0067(Fax)
514.207 4460 (Cell)

6/28/2004
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Joy Alford

From; Jeennle Banfaida

Sant  Tusstey, May 18, 2004 8:39 AM

To: ‘Mayer, Paul’; Annatte Ritchie

Co: 'Paul.Mayer@oit chic.gov'; Joy Aford; Brian Marenco; Scot Stone
Subjest: RE: Question on Region 33 800 Plan

Pauj,

1 left a voicemnail message re; the guestion concerning Ohio's (ex-chair Payl Flahan's)
"agresment wiCanada’ -- off hand it sounds like a side-bar, but we'll research the A-line
restrictionsirequirements matter and get back to you.

We have a complete hard/paper copy of Chio's 800 MHz Plan and any subsequent
amendments that were ever submitted for our review and approval. | checked to see if there's
an electranic copy in the Commission’s Electronic Comment Filing System (ECFS) and was
unable to find the Plan or any amendments, But that doss not mean there aren't any. 14l
check tomorrow when 'm back in the office.

| didn't know you were both the 700 and 800 regional planning chair; did that oceur recently?
L.et us know and well update our web page accordingly.

I'm telecommuting today and may be reached by phone at 703-851-7108.

Jeannie Benfaida

Program Analyst

Public Safety and Critical Infrastructure Division
Wirsless Teletommunications Bureau
202.418.2313

----- Original Message---—

From: Mayer, Paul {mailtoipaul. mayer@ohio.ov]
Saent: Monday, May 17, 2004 3:31 PM

To: Annsatte Ritchie; Jeanmie Benfaida

Cc: Paul,Mayer@oit.ohic.gov

Subject: Question on Reglon 33 800 Plan

The previous chairman, Don Flahan, toid me a long time ago that he had an 'agreement
with Canada’ where-in he didn't use the first 25 or 30 NPSPAC channels above Line A,
is this official or just a side-bar? Does thers exist an official copy of the plan? | have my
copy from when it was submitied in the sarly 90's but it's hard to guess how many
changes / amendments there has been. The City of Cleveland and Cuyahoga County
are talking massive up-grade and | need to have current data to do the job right!

Paul M. Mayer

APCO Local Advisor —~ OHIO
Chairrnan RPC 33 700 & 800 MHz,

6/29/2004
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Jeannie Benfalda

From:  Mayer, Paul {paul.mayer@ohio.govl

Sent:  Tuosday. May 18, 2004 4:28 PM

Yo: Jaannie Benfaida: Annette Riichie

[+ Joy Alford; Brian Marenco; Scot

Subject: RE: Question on Region 33 800 Plan

Jeannie — Thanks for looking. Ref the many Chairs, 1 was elected (dralted) as 700 chair and gained the 8§00
chair by virtue of the 800 plan which, in Saction IX - 2{d), states that “The Chairman shall be the recognized
APCO Local Advisor”. When { was bestowed that position, | gained the additional hat. That doasn't count
Secretary of the SIEC eifther. Let's see.... What slse.... Oh well. That's enufl

fipauhy

Paut M. Mayer

Telecommunications Systems Analys!
2325 West 5th Avenue, Suite 150

Columbus, Ohic 43204

Paul Mayer @ohio_gov

£14-995-0063 614.995.0087(Fax)

514,207 4480 {Celf)

From: Jeannie Benfaida {malito:Jeannie.Benfalda@fce.gov)
Sent: Tuesday, May 18, 2004 8:35 AM

To: Mayer, Paul; Annelte Ritchie

Coe Mayer, Paul; Joy Alford; Brian Marenco; Scot Stone
Subject: RE: Question on Region 33 800 Plan

Paui,

| left a voicemall message re: the quastion concerning Chio's {ex-chair Paul Flahan's} ‘agreement
w/iCanada’ - off hand it sounds like a side-bar, but we'll research the A-line restrictions/requirements matler
and get back to you,

We have a complete hard/paper copy of Ohio's 800 MHz Pian and any subsequent amendments that were
avar submiltad for our review and approval, | checked to see if there's an electronic copy in the
Commission’s Electronic Comment Filing System (ECFS) and was unable 1o find the Plan or any
_amendments. But that does not mean there arent ary. Ull check tomomrow when 'm back in the office.

| didn't know you were both the 700 and BOO regional planning chalr; did that oceur recently? Let us know
and we'li update our web page accordingly.

'm telecommuting loday and may be reached by phone at 703-851-71086,

Jeannie Banfaida

Program Analyst

Public Safaty and Critical Infrastructure Division
Wireless Telecommunications Bureau
202.418.2313

511972004
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Moy

> Not yet. I left a message for Paul , but no return call as yet.

>

> Don's letter doesn't identify when he retired, and most importantly,

> it should state that as "Regional Chair, I approved ... The following
> ... For the city of Brooklyn...., etc.” or something along those

> lines, and that such assignment is in compliance with the Region 33
> 800 Plan.

e

> Jeannie Benfaida

> Program Analyst

> Public Safety and Critical Infrastructure Division

> Wireless Telecommunications Bureau

> Voice: 202.418.2313

>Fax: 202.418.6237

> Jeannie. Benfaidai@fec.gov

>

> From: Alireza Shahnami [mailto:acdtelecom@cfl.rr.com]
> Sent: Thursday, December 09, 2004 1:36 PM

> To: Jeannie Benfaida

> Subject: Region 33 - Ohio

>

> Hi Jeannie:

-,
P

> Any news on the status of the chairmanship please? BTW, attached is
> what ] received from the applicant, is that acceptable to you?

>

> Thx.
-

> All

0472872005
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Sandra Black
From: “Jeannie Benfaida” <Jeannie. Benfaida@icc gov>
To: "Alireza Shahnam” <acdtelecom@eft.rr.com>
Sent: Thursday, Decemper 09, 2004 2:33 PM
Subjsct:  RE: Region 33 - Ohio

Alj,

I just talked to Paul. Good news.

The Region 33 Plan, provides for the Chairmanship on page 15 Section
2(d) states "The Chair shall be the recognized APCO Local Advisor."

Their FCC approved plan permits transition in this manner -- no
election is needed. Leadership in place.

Please send the application to Paul for review and approval.
Jeannie

~~~~~ Original Message-----

From: Alireza Shahnami [mailto:acdtelecom@cfl.rr.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 09, 2004 2:06 PM

To: Jeannie Benfaida

Subject: Re: Region 33 - Ohio

Jeannie:

Thank you for you response. 1'll tell Don to modify his letter
accordingly and resubmit, is that OK with you?

Ali

Jeannie Benfaida wrote:
> Al

04/28/2005
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Sandra Black

From: "Alt Shahnami” <acdtelecom@ct rr com>
Ta: <pail.mayer@das state.oh us>

Ce: “aliraza Shahnami® <acdtelecom@cofi.ircom>
Sant: Thursday, Decembar G, 2004 402 PM

Attach:  Brooklyn-GH FCC Form-IMSA#I 00548 paf
Subject:  Gity of Brooklyn, Ohic - IMSA #200403171 00540100548

Hi Paul:

I just received a confirmation from Jeannie of FCC that you are 'officially’
R33's Chair. So, I'm sending the attached application from the city for
your review and approval please.

Please note that Don Flahan did review and approve these three channels,
however, since this application post dates your chairmanship, I need you to
bless it.

You can either mail your letter of approval or fax it to me.
Thanks,
Ali

Alireza Shahnami, President
ACD Telecon. Inc.

367 Eagle Creek Circle
Lake Mary, F1 32746
407.302.4223 Voice
407.302.4974 Fax
407.312.1540 Cell
acdtelecom@etl,rr.com
"Public Safety R Us"

04/28/2003

L]
L]
L )
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Sandra Black

From: “Mayer, Paul" <paul mayer@ohio.gov>

To: “Alireza Shahnamd” <acdlelecom@ctl.rr.com>
Ce: “Mayer, Paul* <Paul. Mayer@oit.ohio. gov>

Sent:  Monday, December 20, 2004 9:06 AM
Attach:  Documentation red'd with 800 Application-R33.doc
Subject: RE: City of Brooklyn, Ohio « IMSA #2004031100540100548

Ali - Please supply the information requested.
Paul M. Mayer, Chairman

Region 33 700/800 MHz. RPC
APCO L.ocal Advisor - OHIO

OChio Office of Information Technology

2323 West 5th Ave. Suite 150

Columbus OH 43204

614-995-0063 fax-614-995-0067 cell-614-207-4460

paul.mayer{@ohio.gov
mayerp@apco?! Lorg

—---Original Message--—-

From: Alireza Shahnami [mailto:acdtelecom@efl.rr.com]
Sent: Monday, December 20, 2004 8:12 AM

To: Mayer, Paul

Subject: City of Brooklyn, Ohio - IMSA #2004031100540100548
Hi Paul:

Can you tell me the status of the application please?

Merry Christmas and Happy New Year.

Ali

05/04/2005
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Sandra Black

From: “Alirezs Shahnami <acdtelecom@ch rr.com>

To: <alclose@clecom.com»

Ce: "Paul Mayer" <paul. maysr@das. state oh.us>; <paul mayer@ohio.gov>

Sent: Monday, Decernber 20, 2004 8:38 AM

Attach: Brooklyn-OH FCC Form-iMBA#100548.pdf, Supplemental info Request For R33-City of Brocklyn

App.doc
Subject:  City of Brooklyn, OH - IMSA ##2004031100540100548

Alan:

Attached is the copy of the application as it appears on IMSA's system
and Region 33's request for supplemental information.

If you have any questions or need additional information about the
region's requirements, please call or email Paul.

Thanks,

Ali

Paul's details:

Ohio Office of Information Technology
2323 West 5th Ave. Suite 150
Columbus OH 43204

Work 614-995-0063
tax  614-995-0067

paul.mayeri@ohio.gov
mayerp@apco91 .org

05/04/2005
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Sandra Black

From; "Afan Ciose" <aldlose@clecom com>
To: <slblack@@ma.rr.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 03, 2005 8:51 PM

Subject:  Fwd: Brooklyn Application

Here's another
Alan

>Date: Thu, 10 Feb 2005 09:27:47 -0500

>To: paul. meyer@ohio.gov

>From: Alan Close <alclose@clecom,com>

>Subject: Brooklyn Application

>

>Hi Paul,

o

> It's been a while since IMSA submitted the application for 80 MHz
> freq's for the city of Brooklyn, OH but now that I have a few minutes
> I've noticed that I need to answer a few questions for you.

-,
p=s

> (I) This is a new filing for Brooklyn, however it's an augmentation of
> Parma's existing system. We have a very comprehensive plan in place to
> expand not only the coverage of but the participants of the Parma system.
> The three frequency’s being applied for will be a part of this.

peg

>(2) Y'm not sure what your asking for on this questions, Please explain.

>

>(3) This system will be interoperable with all agencies in Cuyahoga and
>bordering communities through a Network First type link.

>

>{4) What relevance does budgeting have on frequency allocations?

N

>({5) 1-2 years.

>

>(6) This system is capable of interfacing with any known type of radio
>system through Network First.

>

(5/04:2005
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>Qhio Office of Information Technology

>2323 West 5th Ave. Suite 150

>Columbus OH 43204

>614-995-0063 fax-614-995-0067 cell-614-207-4460

~

>paul.mayer@ohio.gov

>mayerp@apco?1 l.org

> -----Original Message---—

>From: Alan Close [mailto:alclose(@clecom.com]

>Sent: Thursday, February 24, 2005 5:17 PM

>To: Mayer, Paul

>Subject: Fwd: Parma Interference and Brooklyn 8G0 Fregs

e

>

> >Date: Thu, 24 Feb 2005 16:30:48 -0500

> >To: paul meyer@ohio.gov

> >From: Alan Close <alclose@clecom.com>

> >Subject: Parma Interference and Brooklyn 800 Fregs

> >

> >HI Paul,

> > [ haven't heard anything regarding the interference issue on Parma's
>R800

> > gystem. Do you have any information for me on that? Parma called me
>this

> > morning to inquire. [ told them I'd check. They indicated to me that
>they

> > continue to have periods when they receive the interference.

>

> > Y'm also inquiring about the status of my application for three
>freq's

> > in the city of Brooklyn. [ sent vou the questionnaire that Ali from
>IMSA

> > sent to me. I baven't heard anything about that filing in some time.
> > Brooklyn is asking for information also.

>

> >Thank You.

g

05/22:2003
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-

>

>Paul M. Maver

>APCO Local Advisor - OHIO

-

>Ohio Office of Information Technology

>2323 West Sth Ave. Suite 150

>Columbus OH 43204

>614-995-0063 fax-614-995-0067 cell-614-207-4460

-

>paul.mayer@ohio.gov

>mayerp@apco91 l.org

s

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Mayer, Paul

>8ent: Friday, February 25, 2005 8:30 AM

>To: Alan Close

>Ce: Mayer, Paul

>Subject: RE: Parma Interference and Brooklyn 800 Freqs
>

>I have called up there several times, leaving messages for Sgt. Gerbic
>but he has yet to call me back. Apparently he works midnights. Can you
>shed any light on it? If the source of the interference is known, why
>don't we just refer it to the FCC?

=

>Paul M. Mayer

>APCO Local Advisor - OHIO

=S

>(hio Office of Information Technology

>2323 West 5th Ave. Suite 130

>Columbus OH 43204

>614-995-0063 fax-614-995-0067 cell-614-207-4460

>

>paul.mayer@ohio.gov

>mayerp@apco911.org

> -—--Original Message-----

>From: Alan Close [mailto:alclose@clecom.com}

05/22/2003
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>Qops...forgot Brooklyn: I just reviewed the folder and my ¢-mail file.
>] have no record of receiving the questionnaire back from you or Ali.
>

>As to the frequencies, 866.7625 and 868.7375 are designated in the
>Region 33 plan for Turnpike operations. As such, they will be absorbed
>into the MARCS in the very near future. 866.8250 is ok, un-used and
>assigned to Cuvahoga County. [ find no other frequencies in the plan
>for Cuyahoga County that remain un-assigned.

>

>

>

>Paul M. Mayer

>APCO Local Advisor - OHIO

>

»>Ohio Office of Information Technology

>2323 West 5th Ave. Suite 150

>Columbus OH 43204

>614-995-0063 fax-614-995-0067 cell-614-207-4460

>

>paul.mayer{@ohio.gov

>mayerp@apco9ll.org

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Mayver, Paul

>Sent: Friday, February 25, 2005 8:30 AM

>To: Alan Close

>C¢: Mayer, Paul

>Subject: RE: Parma Interference and Brooklyn 800 Freqs

-

>1 have called up there several times, leaving messages for Sgt. Gerbic
>but he has yet to call me back. Apparently he works midnights. Can you
>shed any light on it? If the source of the interference is known, why
>don't we just refer it to the FCC?

~

>Paul M. Mayer

>APCO Local Advisor - OHIO

>

03/22/20035
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Sandra Black
From: "afan Close” <alclosedclacom.com>
To: <acdtelecorn@cil.ir.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2005 1:05 PM
Subject: FW: Parma Interference and Brooklyn 800 Fregs

Hi Ali,

1 am forwarding this e-mail from Paul Mayer to let you know what his
response to my filing is. I find his response to be unacceptable. He isn't
allowed to "reserve" frequencies for a customer who may in the future want
to "absorb" the channels. I have an application pending not them. What can
I do from here.

1 see a definite conflict of interest here. He works for Ohio MARCS, 1t

stands to reason that he'd protect them first.

Thanks,

Alan Close

>Envelope-to: alclose@clecom.com

>Subject: FW: Parma Interference and Brooklyn 800 Fregs
>Date: Fri, 25 Feb 2005 08:50:09 -0500
>X-MS-Has-Attach:

>X-MS-TNEF-Correlator:

>Thread-Topic: Parma Interference and Brooklyn 800 Fregs
>Thread-Index:
AcUavo90bDZYRIMZQ/KKkW|8jGzilRQARCgAAACELY A~
>From: "Mayer, Panl" <paul.mayer@pohio.gov>

>To: "Alan Close" <alclose@clecom.con>

>Cc: "Mayer, Paul" <Paul.Mayer@oit.ohio.gov>
>X-OriginalArrivalTime: 25 Feb 2005 13:50:27.0612 (UTC)
>FILETIME=[F66CF5C0:01C51B4(]

>X-Keywords:

-2

>

(52272005
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Fine/ EMS Frequency Coordination

(401) 738-2220
FAX (401) 738-7336
fireoms @ freqeoor.org :
imermationa) Municipal Signat Association international AsS00i
IELEFAX COVER SHEET

THIS MESSAGE CONSISTS OF 12 SHEET (5) FOLLOWING
THIS COVER LETTER. .

SHOULD ANY PORTION OF THIS MESSAGE BE RECEIVED POORLY CONTACT
THE SENDER BY VOICE AT (401 738-2220

DATE: March 18, 2005
DIRECTED TO:  SANDBRA BULACK (512)299-4817
FROM: TMSA
RETURN TELEFAX AUTOMATIC ANSWER PHONE
{401} 738-7336

MEMO: PER OUR TELEPHONE CONVERSATION, THE FCC
FORM 601 FOR THE CITY OF BROOKLYN, OH
FOLLOW THIS COVER SHEET,
FY] - $80.60 HAS BEEN PATD ON THIS APPLICATION
$160.00 18 DUE.
FOR QUISTIONS, PLEASE CALL OUR 860 Mt
COORDINATOR, ALI SHAHNAMI:
(4073024223
acttelecom@icil.rr.com

“The information contained in the facsimile message is privileged, configential, and
intended only For the use of the individual or entity samed ahove. 1fthe readet of this
message is not the intended rocipient oF the agent of ermployee responsible for deftvery of
the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that disgemination,
distribution or copying of this commanicstion is strictly prohibited. 1f you have reacived
this communication in etxor, please notify us immediately by telophone and retum the
rmessage to ug al the above address via the United States Postal Servige.

200 Matra Center Bivd,, Ste. B, Warnwick, A1 2886
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REGION 33 - OHIO

DOCUMENTATION REQUIRED WITH AN 800 MHz. NPSPAC APPLICATION

Region 33 Plan, Section IV (5} Suppleroent to the application form (FDR-3)

With each application (APCO form FDR-3 and FCC form 5§74 601} submitted to the
Frequency Advisory Committee (FAC), the applicant shall also supply the following
supplemental information:

1.

"

Lk

Statement of need for a new system.

1 Details of the jurisdictional survey showing minimum radio coverage required.

Explanation of how the system will interoperate with related services in other
bands.

Expianation of any budget commitment that has been made for the proposed
systeti,

Proposed time schedule for implementation.

Explanation of how the system will interface / interoperate with long-range radio
communication such as amateur, satellite and / or emergency management
communications systems.

Explanation and certification of how the applicant will comply with the common
channel requirements.

Explanation as the extent of participation in a cooperative / multi-agency system.

Explanation and time schedule for vacating presently authorized frequencies (if
any).
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VL. OPERABILITY PERFETUATION

1. Continuation of current Local Operacing Networkes 1s to ha
sncouraged.

2. Migrvacion to 800MHS or other beads is sncouraged as
frequeccies become avallabls.

3. Forpation of Trunking Groups of eligible users is to be
sncouraged.

4. Pormatloen of Trunking Groupe in wmajor merropolitan areas is
t¢ be encouraged.

5. Definition. "Trunking Group”: A econtiguoue group of elizibla
Public-Safery radic users who form or becoma mawbers of any
vrganization for the purpose of operebing & shared Trusking Radio
Systan.

VL. TRATITNING

1. The State eball offar nnd mainrain stste-cfechevarc training
for communicators.

2. Tha APCO Communicestors’ Training Course 15 recoumandsd as a
coumen trsining base for &ll Public-Safaty Communicaters.

W_OVERSIGHT

1. The Ovavaight Cowmmittaee chsll ba rhe Frasguency Advisory
Commitcas of tha Ohic Chaptrer, Associated Public-Safety
Communicarions Officezs, Inc (QHIQ APCO FAC).

2+ The Committee shall be repressantative of all Public-Safery
USATSE .

a. Bach User Ctoup (&ee Appendix D-3) shall provide one(l)
rapresantative; 4if any User Group £aills te provide a
raprasentative, 1ts position will be laft vacnat while the
Committae operates in the wsual manner.

b. Up re fiva($) additions) mewmbers of each User Group may
be ax~officio membars of the Committes.

¢. In matters reguiring & vote, each user Group presesat ac
the maeting 1a to be considered bassd upon the Point Velue Racings
spacified in Appendix D on pags D-3. Simple majority will rule.

. The Chairman shall bs the zacognized APCO Local
Adwisor. The Chaivman shall decide tie votss, oot be csunted ae &
ugsr group reprasentativa and may proumulgete vules, in addition to
those herein, as necessary to asaure proper oparation of the
coerdination procass.

oBj25)8as%
“15«

41



APR-28-2085 @959 FCLC PSPUD ;2 418 643 P.@5o17

.. Boberte Bulsa of Orédsr shall govarn all matters not
covaered harsin,

3. The Committee ehall sot impsrtiasliy vegsvding all Plen
i mattera. SR

4. Ths Compittas ohall evaluats applications whers conflict
, ®sxiste fot svailable spactrum in sascordanae with the EVALUATION
GRITERIA described in Appendiz D.

5. The Committes sball accept and reviaw matters from any user
oz nser group within Region 33 or adjscent reglena.

6. The Comnittas may revise or mecdify thie Plsn as deemed N
necesssry To keep pece with advascement inm tachnology and changing
user needo.

7. Excoptions f£or Stace sgencies

a. While the KPSPAC Finsl Report racoumendsd snd the ¥CC
concurred, that trunking tschuolegy be suplayad by those licenssan
ruquastiog “mere than fourls) chsnnals” (st one asita), tas OChio
Plan raguiras trunking for licensees haviag mors than twal(l}
channele at a single 3ize.

b. Exeaptions to this guidelina resats with a comuittaa
consisting 0f persons tesponsible for routine fregquency
coordinaticn within the Dapartment of Trensporcation and the
Department of Highway Safety, Division of Highwsy Patvrcl and thae
phio Praquancy Advisory Compittee {FAC! Chairaman, If one of the
above nsmed persons holds Ttwe{2) positions om this comaittes, 2

. third pavecn 45 to be nsmed by ths Mansger, State
Telucommunisations Pivisien, Departuwent of Administracivae
Servicas. :

c. The purposa of thia committes Id to raview plans oF any
state azwncy Taguestiag mora thas swel(l} conventionsl single-sicae
channala and to study the methode of spectTum mERsZeTENT snd
efficiancy of use. 7Thie ooomittse shall sleo review and adviss on
gesgraphia separation casses whezs a similar vr the same agancy
Tequ#sts co-channel use with an existiag system lesa than
sevauty(70) miles apsrt. The Chairmsn shall alss review all plana
with the Oversight Commitrtes and forwerd the findings to tha PFCC
far fiunsl devermination.

8. Exssptions for sll cthar agsucien’
a. Applicants for excsptions ta the Plan shall submit thenm
to the Oversight Cemmittaee. '
b. The Oversight Coumittes aball review the aXceptions and
rander thelr recunmeundation to the applicsat for diaposition as
SACORBRLY »

, 07410789 (APPEWDICRS FOLLOW)
- ~16~
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CITY OF BROOKLYN APPLICATION
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FCC st FCC Application for Wireless Telecommunications Bureau Approatd vy (448
Main Form Rudio Service Autharization 1caG - oTen
San inmrugtions o
puble tusden gailmate
1} Radio Benvon Coxie. 18! Existing Radio Sanvict Sode.
YF
Application Purpase {Selact only one) (NE )}
Fra] HY - New RO - Renwws Onty T - Gonschidene C84 Signs NT . Raquirtt NobSeaions
D - Medincaton AM - Renews!Modtenion WD - Witirawnt of Applisation BY . Requedty for Exignaion of Tive
AR - Arengment A - Concetiation of Licunte DU - Duphzate Licerse AU - Admuriicative URORN
l 1
38} I bus request s for n Dayessdmants’ Liotnte. Deinonsiction Licanss, & 8 Spzeal Yempoeary Authorizpion ($TA). | I
i eriter 1he 005 and aiecs the fequiney axivbi pE cuseribed in Ine SprLziong. Otherwice entr N (Not Apchcaoie) INEM §
H
i
{ 367 1 nlg ceauREE i for Speti TAMPOraTy Auhosty dup £ an emergenzy MU0, enlar 'Y Sthirwias anter 'Y N fyas N
Reitpr 10 Rute 16015 Tor gm Supianation of Situstiont Sonsisimed o Le AN xmargenty.

a4 H thix reauedl 15 108 B0 Amandant or Wilhorawal, antit the Al Dumosr of the pending sepbeton surreaty drt fe Fiig Nymber
wity the FEC.

S5 Mthis requestis for a MediStation, R Ordy, Pame ficaton, Cancanation of Liosnse, Conedidig Sa &4l Sigh
Sane Ounlicste Licanss. or Admingtrative LUndime, onter e call sign of e swsting FOC inanie

& i squa ik far D New, Amandment Racewii Orly, 0r Repewsthiadifoatun, siter 1w otquesied .m0 Zton L] =2
enyvaton dais (Uis Rt 18 aobonat),

71 16 s reouest maka o8 defined in Secilon £ 323 of he Commission's Rules when mad in conunction wih the 1
spelicanie racio servica naas found i Parts 22 and 90 of the Comaivaion's Kuies? (NOTE: Tha guestion anty 1Y Wes Mo |
HPphek 1o carain Gite-gpeciiic appications. Soe the insttuciions for appacuiity and ful txd ¢ Secton 4,528 |

£ Ooes his Ming regiiest & Waiver of the Commssion’s nies? (N es Ho
Y es, SURCT 49 AAN0H Privding rule numosmn &ng axbing Compances. -

B0; 15 Seais waver rgeR it altachad, multidly the ~urmber M ¢1tiene (& signs? times the aumbar of Lz seinns
atd enler the rgsutt

Bt)  Are e roousneins or pArKTAlErS rrgasted it s Fing Coveres by grandfathered orAieges, sravicudy snproved By {{V Wes N
Wiy, oF lunchonally InoTiied with Bn sxstng staton?

9)  Ars sitechmants baing flind with (his applivation? 1Y Wer Ho

— |

Apptleant informatian
[ ] ;
1 190 Taspayer Rertifcanon Number LA SGIN: 1) FCC Reglisraitnn Number (FRIY |
| 10544377 !

113 Anaicantticansee ip way ((F ) Individust Uninoorsorsted sasanigticn Tz Govemmant Ertity ot Memure

Corporation  Limited Latiiy Cormorption Partnarshin Cantorum
i T T

123 Fest Newss 2 oviua): L & Last Nama | Sufex;

; i i

13) Enay Name (if otber than iIndnisusli BROOKLYN, CITY OF }

‘ A

14} Nams of Ren: Porty i isigron of Aoplice 15) tawosper kiebficaton Nombes: ]

!

e

SpottrumWrer.com
1 800-445-0207 - waw spectiuimirglcT: com

FCC €31 - Maint Form
Novsmbier 2002 - Pags 1

\
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Appllyant infosmation (contitued) )
16) Afention To' . .
? David Miiler
117 PO Box: Ard | 181 Slewat Aggnrss;
| for 7619 Memphis Ave,
19 City: 20) State. 23 Do
Brookiyn OH ; 44144
30 Telashone Number % FAX
(216) 398-6500
24) EAdaid Aasiahy ;
;
Gonlact informution {if GisrenL s T SRRECANT
25) First Rama M [ Lot Narmer Suffl:
Jerry ; Walker
25) Enthy Naweer: . o .
) Enily bame Business Radio Liccnsing
27 PO Ber And ! 28] Straat Adgrens:
o 26941 Cebot R #134
LR S 3 Stk an Ty
| Laguna Hills CA $2653
37 Yemphone Nomber: 233 FA%
‘5 (949} 148-8510
E4y E-Mal Addiess
’ *  JWALKBRL@AOL.COM
Regulstory Sietud
35) Trae fidng i3 for suthorizatan 11 provade O Lse the toliowing type(s) of radio sarvice oioring (enter sl thet angly)
{ jgomwonCamer { Rwm.Common Camier (T Prwate, intermsi coe sorg (B Gervicas Syt Menager
Typs of Radio Sarvice
38) This fing & Tor autnosizaion to provice e foriowingy trdds} of radie servies feniter 2l Ehat BDOW):
1 Eeed % Mobe { Wedoincaticn 1 gateile (sound) 1 rosdiay Senvices
37) Iarmooectes Serviee? (y es Yo
Fog ftalus
J 385 18 1 apICHR ewempt rom FCL sppiication Faes? iy s bl
|
Emiswmﬂmmafmmcwwﬁm? 1Y iYes No
2CC 401 - Nain Porn
SpsciomWatch. eam ¥ o 2000 Paged

+-H00-445-0257 - Wovw, ATRCIUITIWATCH, Lo
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Aljnn Qwnerghis Chirstiony [ any srawer ic Yes, anach exhibit axpiaining circumsiances )

&

giuz & she sppicant 3 foreign goveryment of the represertatve of Sry tarsian govainment? I N en
| 4%} s the sopiizent on ahan or B 7
! mepresentaive of w alien? I[N Wes Ho
i
T 42} i3 fhe spploen i
2} | 2 soTporatitn Argenized Ler (he itwa of any ferigs povernement? [N Wes No
[ €3] 18 the sppbcent & corpxralion Of WhICH mons T sresfis 0f 196 Caphal siock @ Dwhd of record o Voted I N e Mo
! Dy MO OF theit (BHIOFSNIBIVES oF by 3 G0N Governamacl O MSSresantatve theredf of by any corporation
! arghmized Utder the it ol B feeagn country?
| d4) 18 the appisant drectly o indirectly contralied 2y any mher Carporation of wiich Mbre tar ane-Fuurh N
§ o the capra whock fs oweiad of secord of voies by alwens, taie mipresentaiives, o by B R povernmant (3 Nes Mo
L o raprasemiatieg thereok, or by any cOMOIANCN Diypnisd under the (dws of 4 foreign country?
B Quall eations {if & Y43, aitoeh sxnivit cirtyumEla A
45) Mats the apphcant or sty pany o this aplication or amandment hag ary FOU stiiten puharizaton. koenta. (N Nes o i
o7 contclisn pemid sevoked or had Bny apphiation for an NELE, modAIN0n of fenmal - j
of FLU stwbon szatlon, Tourse, cormiruction parmit deried 2y e Comynisaion?
451 Hat the apslicant of sty padty 10 tis 2ppicabon o amantment, or sry pary directly or inciectly tanoitng t Mo
the asphcant, ver een cotvicked af 8 felony by any slath o fedtrai coun? N fes ¥
A7} Has any;u:uﬂ Findily aid@udwea Er ] nppﬁmt or any party cireatly of indirecty conttosing the imicant guiy N ies Mo
S o o g unigwlully to monopoliza (anlo COTTICFCRION. YHACTY o7
fdirnttly, theough oonird of mamyiatiue O Solu of radio dpbiurstue, axtiutivg Uaffic srrangament.
of any o'her means of Gnher Mathads of competition?
a8) i the appican or wvy paTty Grwetly or Idiectly controling ik Appkcant, curenly 3 party In [N Mes e
L any pending matier rafered ¥ in 16 praceding tva iting? H
45} Race, Ethnicity, and Gerider of icantilicppyne i al

Race: Ametigan indisn of Alaska Asian Blask or Alncan- | Native Hawalian or Qther white:

Nidive AmEtica, Paaific; fziander
edwsicity: 3 Mhpanio or Latirer ot Hisparc of |atine:
Gender. Femaie. Male: '
-

Gonersl Certification Sia 1

1) The spplicont wsivas Wy ¢IAIM (o e gen ¢f A0y hlsmoults feeuancy grafthe -mmmwmmm:m«mua;meram Unitad Statas
besui tfthe previous s of the sama, whother by ficanso of and taqussts sh suth i ancoraanan wiih thet Bppilzation.

i 2y The spplitenteenifion bl griv of M sppfleafitn wauld »ot AU the appiicand 10 (8 In sCoiptivn f BRY £ + ity a4ADADN. OF spasnen
cap et

! “If e anplicant hae XOughi & waiver of #ry Such rule In 5o with this a0 . ety L3 ndEL 1o tha ou' of fhe wakiar

i reaual

43 The applicent cértifian St alf 24 maue i ihie #pp 2nd it e exiBiHs, THECHREnLS, or cREuments incarpanmted by sedprmnta are ralerial, Ky
part ofthis apatiaation, ated ate frue, tomplate, Cosect, and made In ynod aith,

41 Thaapphican zarillies Brst neither ive NOPECAET RGY ATy DT DAY to e apgiication i subtject to & genlel of Fadecsl tanelp pudtuntl 20 Joctinn 301 ¢ e
ArfeDhug Aot Ast of 1988, 21 U.8 C. § #EZ, Duceyse of 2 convizten for pessesaion or diettibution of & coniries subatence. This carmicstion soss nat
a0ty 1o AppHcubont Hhad 10 ARrCe oo undar Saction 1,3502(c) o iha roled, 87 GER § 1.2002(c). Sam Seenon 1.2002{0} o sthe nde s A CFR §
1.2002(h). for tee difwtion o "pusty 10 the sppticalion” ay vand » thia parification.

63 Tha applitktl cHrues vt it ithar {1} hue & eurrant Form 503 o Ha with the Tommiskion, (2] 1 fini an upgates Pnrm 0T simutiane susy wath thiy
weshicamon, o {3) s nolisguired ka fim Farm 802 under I Tommiission's Fules.

8y Tha appiicont conifles thal U 1y iy boeys.. A forr whnt: thix uihpezation & hersby requasted nee either: (1) CHMDUIHTERY axciydad Fom

rputine wnvianmentsl Sveigation tor BF sxpos s 85 st forsh in 47 £.F R 11207(0), or, (2} haus DReN Togad nol 6 23URE hymam XposEHE Lo ooty of

tadicrequensy cagimdian n extas of the Hmite sp0CHRG n £7 C.F.R. 14318 andt 2.1063; or. {3) are the SUBRICL of 2w or maie Ernvirdamentat

Avpepsmants flod with the Commissios,

Bperirumaich dom PG 201 - Main Fam
Neovembar 2000 - Page 3

18004450207 - warw Bpocirumdich com
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Signature
mh or Prisias Na oriredio
Firgt Nar, MY ] Last Nama Suffx:
David } Miller
52y Tife:
Sargoi
Signature: 53} Date:
David T Milier
:’__mﬂnunTuw Ty Flit 17 Dinmisasl OF The Appiceiion And Formire OF Ay Foes FAR
Uponwlofw-m The liseness munaumﬂwem o ME, Foiure & maat ihe conatruction ar
P EEArSINGOAS Wil T#EUR &1 Wmeisation of the Hoenes. Conelt approprises FOG gwistions to e thy wiraction of 4G9 reg
thdnmvamw of icanaa r-qmudinuznnaplmn.
M THES FORM OR ANY ATTACHMENTS £ PUNISHARLE BY PINE PR IORM
3;901) ANOOR REVOCA‘HDN 05‘ ANY sw:on HGEUSE OR CONSYRUCTION PM!T U8, Coda, Tioe A¥, ﬁtl{!ﬂﬂl,
| Titie 67, 9803},

ANDIOR vméarm [y ot

pu'auww“ch com
1.300.‘ D297 + wivw. Bpociurwratch Som

FCEROI-MaInFoem
Novemiber 2000 - Faga A
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FGC 801 Wireless Telovormmunications Bureau Schedule for Appecimd by DM
Schedule D Station Lotsuong and Amenns Structures W6 - 0758
ot G Mg Paees dnstivelions
for public burdeo gatima
1) Action Reguested: (A | Adg Mod Del 2} Location Number: H
3} Location Descriplion: 4) Arep of Cporaion Code: §) Loeation Name:
¥
&) FCC Antenna Structure Registration # or
Nia (FAA Notification not Recyined) 1054608
7) Lalilude {DD-MMS3.5) RADBY 8) Longitutie (DODMMSS . 3) NEIEL
41 21 48 INIBaE £1 43 57 W B

9} Street Addreas, Narme of Lanfing Area, or Other Location Descriptionr:
4501 W PLEASANT VALLEY RD

10} Gity: 11} State: 12} Gounty:
PARMA OH Cuyshoga

13) Elevation of Site AMSL {meters) 43 Querall Ht AGL Wihout 15} Qveral Mt AGL WWilh

' i siructuns i} Appurtenances (meiersy Appurignances (mers)

{0’ in prienng strutiuee examplal: {'c’ in antenna structure example):
354 230 266

1%) Buppon Strutture Yype: TOWER
17) Location Mumber: 18} Radius (km}: 19) Aiport idamifier: 27} Site Statuy

[oniy for Araa of

Operation Code A} P
1) Maximum Latituge (DD-MMES 5 NADEZ | 22) Maximum Longituge (DDD-SES. S} N&DA3
Use for 4yl aniy (N -t ;] { JNorB 1 tnafor rectsngly only (Northwent comern) { iRo W
25} Do you propase o apemie In so ares thal reculres fraquency coordinstion with Canada? N LYes No

24) Descriphion; (only for Area of Qporation Code 07

25) Numder of Unis: . Hang Haid Mobie . Temgporary Fixed . Pircratt __Mingrant

261 Would & Commission grant of Authortzation for talx localion be an action which may have asignificemt (N jYes Ne

srvironmental effect? See SecHion 14207 of 47 OFR.
I Yor', submit an shy ] Thent a8 requined by 47 CFR, Sactinns 1,1308 and 11341,

27} ¥ the propotet site it located in one of the quisl zones listad in Rem 27 of the insiructions, provide the dat fm/ddiyy} the
pruper suthonty was notifiad;

TG 401 Sahadule D
SpoTumvach, tam
$.BAG5-DINT . W pact i ch som Nevambar 7080
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B3/18/20805 13136 14917387338 1MSA
felel ] Wi Taleaarmr 11 Hureau Schedule tor Apreavas by OME
Scheduls D Station Locationa and Antanna Structures A00G - 4108
So» B Ml Fonrn nawuckony
HAF PLEE YRt dHTRID.
% 1) Action Requested: (A 3 Add Mot Del 2) Location Number: 2
‘ 3) Location Description; &) Aneit of Operation Cods: 5) Location Name:
M A
§) FLC Antenns Structure Regislration # or
WA {FAA Rotification not Requined)
7} Latiude {DD-MMSS.8) HADSS &) Longitute (ODD-MASS5.8): NADRS
i 1Hok { 1EaMl

i 9} Srest Addresy, Name of Landing Ama, or Other Lacation Deacription:

107 Chty:

11} State:

12) Coumy:

r,."...

133 Elevation of Site AMEL (melers)
& n antenna structure axample).

14) Ovarall Mt AGL YWihoul
Appurtenancas (relevs)
D' i antenna structune 8xatrple):

15) Ovoralt HE AGEL With i
Appurienances {matars) ;
(¢ In anfenna susiure axample):

16} Subport Structore Type:

17) Lotation Numbes: 1 18) Kadiug {km}. 19} Airport idenifier: 20} Site Status.
{enly for Ares of
Operation Code ‘AY 55
23} Mawimum Lititude (DD-MA85,3): NADSY | 22} Maximuen Longrudg (DDD-MA53 S): NADRZ
Lise for ryctangte only (NOMNwest SO} { bNerS | Uge for rectanglo toly fNestiwost cotfien) e
23) Do you prapose 10 ohaiate it an ared that requires freauency coorination with (-anada? N ) Yes Ho
24 Deacnpion: (only ker Araa of Oparation Gode ‘07
25) Number of Unite: Hand Heid Moblie __Tamporaty Fixed At o Winmant
26) Would a Conmmisaion grant of Authorization for this foration bo an sction which may huva a gignificant €Y [Yes No
snvironmantal effect? See Ssction 1,1307 of AT CFR.
#Yas'. mubiait an environimantal axs 1t 38 required by 47 OFR, Sections 1.1388 and 1.1311.
—1

21 ihe cropossd ale is iocated in one of the quie! zanes Egted in am 27 of the Instruciions, prowide the date immddiyy) the
propar githunity was notded.

Sperswmtvenh o FOC &bt Sehsduie D
4 ER-AA T ORPT - rowie TEATLATONR, ZO R Movitar 1900

e

SRR R
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FCC 6 Wirglaat Tmeommunmﬂchs Bursayu Schedule far Avgraved by GMB.
Seheduly D Station Locations and Antenna Giruclures 080 0798
Sou 40 My Form nslnsdons
Tar pUBAC DOTU $3EmIT
_{ 1) Action Requesiert {A ) Add Mou Ow izy Losation Number: 3 H
i
3) Location; Descriplion: a3 Asen of Operasion Coda: 5) Location Neme: i
c X !
3

B) FCC Artenna Swaoture Regiatration # o
N/A [FAS Notificaion not Requine}

7] Latige {DOABASS 8). NADE3 ) Longitude (DDD-MW-58.8) MADAS
[ I§wR i YEorW

S Sweet Addiess, Name of Landing Area, or Other Location Description:

10y Chiy: 11} State: 12} Caunty;
OH ;
13} Elevation of Site AMSI, {meters} 14) Queral Ht AGL Withoul 151 Cvaralt HEAQL Witk
'8 in onterma struchss example) Appurienanogs {metess) Appuriensices (meters) ¢
{6 in antenna strutture exarmpie)i (¢ in urterns shruciure example) :
i

l 16) Support Structune Type:

17) Laocation Number +8) Radig (kmy, 19} Alport icentifier: 20) Stte Status:
{emdy tor Arad of :
Cpeation Code 'A)

299 Maxmum Latitude {DD-MM 58S naDes | 22} Maximym Longeude (DDD-M-88 ) | NADES

Une for ructangls only (Nortwesl cornar) { SN& S | Use for ractangie only (Morthwest comarn { yEwuw

| |
23} Do you propose 1o apetite in an A% that reduires requancy covrdination witt Canage’? N 1Yes Mo ;

24) Dascrpton: (onty for Ata of Operston Code 'Or)

28 Number of Units: Handg Hekd Mobie Yemporary Fived . Airoratt L Minmrar

265 Would & Commiskion grant of Authorization for this fosation be an action which may have 2 significant (N IYes Mo

environmental effect? See Section 1.9367 of 47 CFR.
If “Yas', SUDMIL an povi it t a8 roquirtdt by AT CFR, Sectiona 1.1308 and 1.1374.

mn Hmm«dmu%mmmﬁwﬂmkmmmv f the Instroshons, provide the date (mmmiddiyy) e
proper suthorily wea notified:

Gpackumniics com FEE B Scheduw B
SO 4455207 - e ADBRINWALEN CoP Novembuar 2000
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pa/1e/2885 13:36 14917367336 Sl
;552?1 Tech
be H Nicai Dota Robgd
Brivate Land Mﬂbﬂbamm L] l.rlol’orth.
Approvart
Radio Services (l’nm 30 mﬂ*ii t Auxiliary :‘:QM‘": ome
N |M

) Rule Sactign;
[ 80,617

2 Descrive Axwty: police deparmen:

—

Fretuoncy Coardinator Intermation {if not saif-cosedinglod)

ki
Fraquancy Coodination Nome of - K,
. b me of Frequency Cotrttinator wmm.’ Hurowar Caords!::lwn —’
2004031 100540100348 >
IMSA
1 ’ {461) 738-2220 10972004 ]
71 Has this sppiicanon dees suteeashuly cooedinaled? i
(Y fesio ]
Extended implementation (Blow Growth)
8} Are yo u'mqmmmga new or madified axtonded implementation
[ If"Yea', aftnch an axhilst with & jusication and 3 proposed stgm construclion schaduie, (N Mesto ?

Asuoviated Gall Signs (Attach additional shoets if retuirad)

9

Broadcast Auxiliary Only ‘
Parg Sewvice of 12) City and Stata of Parerd Station Prncipat
Faron o, comomts Oy o P o iy
itemy 1012 NA
<4) Gime of Primey Dperaton:
| siabon, Lh:sappﬁcamsa [ rotucer {
13} ff hereisno a;s:cwtedprm e Operais o Broducer  Talevmon Fr E |
Emdcnst Nataork Bty ’_'_d____‘_____»__.___l

Attach additional shesls i required

of Poinys) {Other than al the trans

Lanw

5

7619 Mermphis Ave., Brookly

iRy

7
Losalian 3
Sumet Augress, City o7 Town Gounty, S _
Ay, et

1, Cuyahoga, OH

L

(216) 3986500
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{ m ) N i
?!“ fn‘llm 23 i‘}mm Bramadn Pocalian Gain (058
fmalers) imatars} tsgraen) fasaraas)
!
3433 166
A b 1
A 3 1
‘ ]
fo
.
)
{ .
i
Spect AR PCG 401 Sctyeile 3
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Mo e 2T Faguz

52



Fraquency Information

24} 29 ) n 521 33) ) 35 ) 37)
Agtior; | Location | Antenna Fraquency {MHz} Station Neo, o Ka. of ERF (watts} | Emission
¢ Humbar: | Number: Class Units Paging Power Daslgnators
AINID Roceivers | {watis}
Exiating (f mod) Naw
A 1 1 866.7625 FB2C i 100 123
Eximting (¥ mod} How
A 1 1 866.825 FB2C 1 106 125
Existing {¥ fnoc} Maw
A 1 I 863.7375 FB2C 1 100 125
Exigting (8 mod) Naw
A 2 1 821.7625 MO 150 s 35
Exiaiing (¥ mexl) Naw
A 2 1 821.825 MO 150 33 35
Existing {f mod} Now
A 2 1 823.7375 MO 150 35 35
Exinting (i mody Naw
A 3 i 821.7625 FX1 1 160 100
Existing oF mod) New
A 3 1 821.825 FXi i 100 100
Exinting {F mod) New
A 3 1 R23.7375 FX1 i 100 100
Existing (i mod) Hew
Exinting {f mod) Paw
Exinting {f mod) Maw
Exbativeg (¥ mod} New
Exiating (If mesed} Hew
Exiating {{ mod} Haw
Existing {f wad} New
Existing 8 motf} Hew
Esiating {# mad] New
Exiating GF mod) Hew
Ewdating {f e New
Exwting (i mod) [
Exixting (i mod) New
Speciurifiaicn cont FCC 601 Schedule H

1-BOBA4E028 fwsw, speTinamwatch nom

Novembar 2000 « Page3
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Emission information

%) 28) 30) 1} 32) 23) a4 ) %y an
Actien: | Location | Antenna Frogquency {NHx} Station o of Mo of Ouiput ERP [wiity) | Emission
{4 Number: | Kumbar: Class e Paging Powar Designators
LY ) Recolvars | {watts)
Exiating (ff mec Row
A 1 1 866.7625 11K2F1D
Ewiwting (if enad) Naw
A 1 i 866.7623 11K2F3E
Existing {f mod) Now
A 1 1 866,825 11KZF1D
Exinting {#f moac) How
A 1 1 866.825 11K2F3E
Exisdng (i mod} New |
A 1 1 868.7375 11K2F1D
Exiuting {|f rmod) How
A ] 1 868.7373 J11K2F3E
Exiating {f s} Hew
A 2 1 821.7625 11IKZF1D
Exinging (i mad) Mow
A 2 1 821,7625 {1K2F3E
Exinting (I med) New
A 2 1 821.825 1IK2F1D
Exiatig {if tod) How
A 2 i 821.825 1IK2F3E
Existing (¥ mod) Haw
A 2 1 8237375 TIK2FID
Extating {¥ mwod} New
A 2 i 823.7375 11K2F3E
Exiating (i mod) New
A 3 i 821.7625 11K2FID
Exinting {# mouay Now
A 3 1 821.7625 11IK2F3E
Exiating 1t mod) Naw
A 3 1 8§21.825 ! VIKZFID
Exiating (¥ mad) How I
A 3 1 821,825 1IK2F3E
Existing [ ovod) How
A 3 1 823.7375 HEK2FID
Exinting (# mod} New
A 3 1 823.7375 11IKZF3E
Exinting GF o) Haw
Exlating Gf mod) New
Exisfing {if wod} Naw
Exlsting (F mod) New

SpecnatNetch.oom FUC 601 Scheduls H
1BOOAS029 2emnry spusinatea o huaom November 2000 -Faged



